


y | een 
Ytates af ffhiladelphin 1a. 


a 
ae, 
om 
f 


-~e 


RG 
fHint of the {fr ited 
ae ‘fi : 
| SUPERINTENDEN'US OFFICE. 


. £2 SeBF © 








AM dh sone lait Waa ts Cacunuap tant enbl, S, cayscll, 
Wis Hing Tag Had Cl te cessed, Hecdetauly steel oid Mate 





2: a nee Gg 4 
Hin of the {| nited States at Hhiladelphia, {Ie 


SUPERINTENDEN'T’S OFFICE. 





Fer. 


gaan apt tote (ose ole 
tt ls io LE ctuatatn LP 
tonsa wilidesinil a A iy. POE ge 


ee, frente jetty Gn wi 





I Hin the {luted § 


\tates at om ih. 


SUPERINTENDEINIDT’S OFFICE. 





P ors, ye 
‘ 7 res} A - 


wna at re Doi Acitntdeent ee 
S efvet Ho Cat b gor iu ata dare Le age 
Malay TPA, flo cat Chwh a 
Yas IE ‘ hag 
fore. PPO. rere Gxteanes 
tif. atau Aharteg. afia any Ona foc Lit. ok 0 
J hop rae erat mt tiief item HA trt. CHE bite 
bak célta ta Batis, bone Cake zat PER 
(CO 








RG104 E-1 Box 150 


7 
— 


SUPERINTENDEN'’S OFFICE. 


int of the ff nited States at {fhiladelphia Ha. 


3 





NARA RG104, Entry 1, Box 150 


Mint of the United States at Philadelphia, Pa., 
Superintendent’s Office, 
January 26, 1888 


Hon. Dan. M. Fox, 
Superintendent, 


Sir: 


The case submitted to you by the Union Nat. Bank was submitted at my insistence by 
message yesterday. The history of the case is as follows: 


The Gold a/c was handed us by Mr. Hart, Adams Express Messenger with request to pay 
Messenger of Union Nat. Bk. As it was later than the Messenger usually calls, I, myself, counted 
the money into a tray in presence of Mr. Leidy, who suggest that every piece be counted before 
stacking in piles of $100. As we had an excess of $5 pieces in the tray, Mr. Leidy thought they 
had better be used. Ordinarily we should have but counted one stack of twenty pieces ($100) and 
piled the residue by measure. But these pieces were of various dates, and there may be a 
difference in wear and milling which makes it dangerous to trust to measure. This caused me to 
count every pile, piece by piece, which was necessary further because we had to carry the 
watrant as paid on that day (Jan. 13). Having counted the money in that way I recounted it by 
piles and odd pieces, and found it correct. The Messenger did not call, and I put the whole in a 
bag and tying it up put it in the vault to remain until called for. 


We settle each up by itself and found the assets exact compared with the balance object. 
The package was called for next day, during my absence from the room, and was delivered by 
Mr. Leidy. We received a telephone message from the bank after the gold a/c was settled on the 
second day after payment, and as the a/c came out to a dollar, we informed the Bank that our a/c 
was all right, as it was, by count and by book keeping. Upon inquiry Mr. Leidy told me that the 
messenger refused to count the package before leaving the counter. This is not regular, and had 
be counted it and found it “short” we should have made it up on the spot. 


I referred the bank to you in order to have the affair understood. I do not think it possible 
that the package was short when it left the Mint. But even waiving that, every man is bound to 
count his money before leaving the room, and I always insist upon that being done. Under these 
circumstances I am sure business men will stand with you Cashier in refusing the make up a 
bank shortage upon any man’s ipse dixit. Had we had a deposit from that bank and refused or 
neglected to verify it by count, and had we found it short while the bank settled to a dollar, 
would the bank make the discrepancy good? You must be aware that that is not business. The 
messenger should have counted this cash before he left uncounted. He neglected a bounden duty, 
and now insists on molesting me with the consequences of his neglect. 








Very Respectfully, 
M.H. Cobb 
Cash. 


